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I observe that your letter seems to suggest that I am asking for
a breaking of the Provincial boundary altogether. Though this
would be a legitimate desire, I have not asked for it as I know
that it is no part of the provisional settlement.
As to the second point, I am glad that the Government inter-
pretation agrees with that of the Indian community.
As to the Free State difficulty, the point raised by me has not
been understood. I do not ask, for the sake of asking, that the
attention of intending immigrants should be drawn to the dis-
ability. But I have submitted that the wording of the Act seems
not to require the declaration in question at the Free State border.
If such is also the Government interpretation of the Act, the Free
State difficulty could be solved without any statutory alteration.
In order to allay anxiety on the part of the Free Staters, I sug-
gested that the disability in the Free State might be notified on
the general declaration to be made at the first port of entry at
the coast. I need hardly say that I have assumed the legal pos-
sibility of an Indian being permitted under the new Act to enter
the Free State.
As to the fourth point, the question of the legality of the mar-
riages already solemnized in South Africa of the resident Indian
population, as also of the marriages hereafter to be solemnized
within the Union, is of vast practical importance. A definite assu-
rance that legislation will be introduced next session is necessary
to settle this very thorny problem. Regarding the plurality of
wives, I have not asked for a general recognition of polygamy.
All I contend is that, in continuation of the practice hitherto
followed, existing plural wives of domiciled residents should be
allowed to enter. And this was the assurance given in the letter
quoted by me in my correspondence with you.1 The number of
such wives could be easily ascertained at the present moment,
and the toleration may be restricted only to the number so ascer-
tained.
I observe that cases have already arisen in Natal out of the new
Act. I cannot help remarking that the marriage case is inconsis-
tent with the assurance contained in your letter under reply.
For Kulsambibi is admittedly the only wife in South Africa of her
husband. I would respectfully suggest that the case be withdrawn
and the lady set free. The other cases are regarding domicile.
The Grovernment contention seems to be that, even where there
1 Vide "Letter to Secretary for Interior", p. 124.

